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THE MYTH THAT 

THREATENS AMERICA 


A CRYING need of the post-war period is for greater under¬ 
standing. Especially is this true with respect to people of 
so-called minority groups. 

We know how the Nazis tried to disrupt our nation by psychological 
means during the war. An important part of their propaganda was to 
turn class against class, religion against religion, race against race, 

The Germans have now been beaten on the battlefield, but we must 
make sure that the seeds of hatred that they planted do not take root 
on our soil. The war can still be lost if Na 2 i doctrines are permitted to 
flourish. 

There is an enemy within our own ranks working against us on 
the Nazi line. This enemy might be called "The Myth That Threatens 
America"—the fallacy that every member of a group in our popula¬ 
tion is like the preconceived notion that we have of his group; that he is 
characterized by certain peculiar, often unpleasant, traits which make 
him different. For example; The Irishman is always said to be fighting. 
The Negro is thought of as lazy and shiftless. The Jew is supposed to 
talk with his hands and to be devoted exclusively to the acquisition of 
money. The Italian is pictured as a gun-toting gangster. 

Unless we can uproot these stereotypes, unless we can keep people 
from these dangerous generalizations, the vicious Nazi thought-patterns 
will continue. 

This was the problem that the Writers' War Board tackled at a 
gathering of over six hundred writers held in New York City on 
January 11, 1945, 
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These writers were brought together for a solid evening of dis¬ 
cussion in which was stressed the danger of the use of stereotypes in 
their own writing. 

The meeting included speeches by five well-known Americans: 
Rex Stout, Chairman of the Writers’ Board and creator of the famous 
detective, Nero Wolfe; Eric Johnston, President of the Chamber of 
Commerce of the United States; Dr. Margaret Mead, Associate Curator 
of the American Museum of Natural History and author of many 
important books; John Roy Carlson, investigator of native Fascist 
activities and author of the explosive book, "Under Cover"; and 
Christopher La Farge, author and poet. Another feature of the evening 
was a quiz program, "Education Please," with John Mason Brown, 
author and critic, acting as master of ceremonies and a panel of experts 
including playwright Moss Hart, publisher Bennett Cerf, critic and 
historian Carl Van Doren and author and actress Gypsy Rose Lee. 

This booklet presents adaptations of the five speeches, a record of 
the Quiz Program, and an article, "How Writers Perpetuate Stereo¬ 
types,” based on data prepared by the Bureau of Applied Social Re¬ 
search of Columbia University. It is being printed because of the wide¬ 
spread interest which this meeting has created. 
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How to Use This Booklet 


T HE most effective way of utilizing this material is at a meeting 
in your community arranged for the purpose. Select a group 
of people to deliver the speeches contained here. Have an¬ 
other group enact the quiz program with local questions and other 
appropriate data added. Songs are always an effective means of keeping 
up audience interest. We recommend "The House I Live In” and "Free 
and Equal Blues” as pertinent songs for such an occasion. 

The five speeches can be delivered as follows: 

1. The American—Fact and Fiction.” (Based on an original 
speech by Rex Stout) ; delivered by a spokesman for your 
group. 

2. Prejudice is Bad Business.” (Based on an original speech 
by Eric Johnston) ; delivered by a leading business man in 
your community. 

3. Is There an American Type?” (Based on an original speech 
by Dr. Margaret Mead) ; delivered by someone who can speak 
with some authority about anthropology, preferably a professor 
or teacher. 

4. "It Can Mean Civil War.” (Based on an original speech by 
John Roy Carlson) ; delivered by someone who has associated 
himself with anti-Fascist activities. 

5. "Take This Home With You.” (Based on an original speech 
by Christopher La Farge) ; delivered by a sponsor of your 
meeting. 

The quiz, "Education Please”, needs a master of ceremonies and a 
panel of three or four quizzees. 

If you cannot arrange a meeting there are many other things you 
can do. You may make some part of the material the basis of an article, 
a letter to your local newspaper, or a speech on your local radio station. 
You may want to read it aloud at an informal gathering or discussion 
group, If you do nothing else, lend it to your friends. 
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THE AMERICAN - 
FACT AND FICTION 


Based on the speech by Rex Stout, Chairman of the 
Writers’ Board 


VER since primitive families first began to group into tribes, 



there has been a constant struggle between two ideas or atti- 


1 J tudes or kinds of men. Call them the authoritarian and the 
democratic. In various periods they have been called by many names, 
but the current one, devised by Mussolini, is "fascist," for authoritarian. 

Up to now, one group or one kind of men could control only a 
limited space—a mountainside, a river valley, a peninsula, a part of 
a continent or, latterly, an empire of scattered territories. Now for the 
first time in history, it is technologically possible for one man or one 
group of men or kind of men to control the earth. 

Since it is technologically possible it will probably happen, and 
we are at the beginning, perhaps a little beyond the beginning—of 
the final fight between the authoritarian and democratic man for the 
control of this globe. 

The basic strategy of authoritarian man has always been to divide 
and conquer. He has always exploited the differences between men. 
He has nursed their prejudices, fanned their hates, driven in all the 
wedges that have already been started. Racial and religious prejudices 
are always, everywhere, the allies of authoritarianism and the enemies 
of democracy. 

Racial and religious prejudices in our own country today are a real 
and imminent threat. They are more widespread and more intense than 
they have ever been before. If, through bad management or bad luck, 
we have nationwide depression and unemployment, we can reasonably 
expect disturbances, riots, and even civil war. 

It may seem strange to suggest that the writers and readers and 
radio listeners of America are partly to blame for this appalling situa¬ 
tion. But this very point has recently been made by a group of writers 
—and they have also charged that editors and artists and the reading 


6 


public—in short everyone in the United States who is concerned with 
the use of words and pictures—should share the blame with them. The 
idea is that while all creative people live in a real country, they are 
working in a mythical one. The country they actually live in is a vast 



conglomeration of people of all colors, all creeds and races and na¬ 
tional origins. But the country they work in, judging from the words 
an^ pictures that are turned out in books, magazines, radio advertis¬ 
ing, comics, is white, Anglo-Saxon, Protestant and close to nothing else 
but. If it weren’t for that myth the problem of racial and religious 
hatreds in this country would be ten times easier to solve. 

That is the myth that threatens America. 

Take a man from Mars, the regular man from Mars, or take two 
men from Mars. Both of them come to the United States. One of them 
walks the streets of our towns and cities looking at people and hearing 
them talk. He rides the trains and the subways and buses, he visits in 
homes, he goes to ball games and he reads nothing but the casualty 
lists. 

The other man does none of these things. This second man from 
Mars does nothing but read books and magazines, including the ad¬ 
vertisements, listen to the radio and go to the movies. 

These two men go back to Mars and they write books, (which of 
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course is what they made the trip for) and both books are best sellers. 
The Mars Literary Review prints an article comparing the two books 
with the emphasis on the interesting and very violent contrasts they 
afford. The men appear to have visited two different countries and 
studied two different populations. 

This may seem a little whimsical, but it is completely justified by 
the survey recently made by the Bureau of Applied Social Research 
at Columbia University under Dr. Paul Lazarsfeld. The survey, of 
course, included many instances of sympathetic treatment of this prob¬ 
lem. But the fact remains that a dangerous myth is being perpetually 
and convincingly told to the American people by all mediums of com¬ 
munication. That this is in most cases done innocently and uncon¬ 
sciously, makes it no less dangerous. 

The problem is not an easy one. It cannot be solved by any simple 
formula. For instance, you cannot uproot people’s prejudices by mak¬ 
ing the rational and truthful statement that Indians did most of the 
skilled as well as unskilled labor on the Bonneville Dam on the 
Columbia River. Or that Negro engineers built one-third of the Alcan 
Highway, an Army project worked by both Negro and white troops. 
Or that Captain Colin P. Kelly Jr., pilot, and Sergeant Meyer Levin, 
bombardier, died bravely for their country. Nor can a writer square 
things with his conscience merely by calculating that 3.6 per cent of 
our population is Jewish, and therefore 3.6 percent of our magazine 
and radio heroes and heroines should be named Cohen or Goldberg. 

No, the problem is not an easy one. But it is the central problem 
of American life today. The myth that this is a white, Anglo-Saxon, 
Protestant country is dynamite. The fact that it is a myth—that our 
population is actually made up of all kinds of people from every¬ 
where—makes racial and religious tensions more dangerous here than 
anywhere else in the world. 

The evidence seems overwhelming that most of our people are 
accepting a myth—that is to say, a lie,—as the reality of the world 
they live in. We hope that if they stop to think about it they will 
acknowledge it, and we are certain many of them, if they acknowledge 
it and recognize it for what it is, will have no more of it. 
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PREJUDICE IS BAD BUSINESS 


Based on the speech by Eric Johnston, President of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the U.S.A. 


O F ALL the social problems that face our country in this era 
of crisis, that of national unity is the most challenging. Most 
other problems will not be solved if the American people 
are divided into mutually hostile and suspicious groups, sections and 
classes. More than that: even if solutions were possible under such 
conditions, they would hardly be worth achieving. They would be 
utterly meaningless, if the character of our American civilization were 
changed in the process. 

We are all of us, in our several ways, seeking to preserve America. 
Millions of our sons did it on the battlefields with bombs and 
bayonets. But what all of us have in mind is not simply the physical 
preservation of our country. It is the preservation of those human 
values which are implicit in the word America—the freedom, the 
opportunities, the equalities, celebrated in our national songs and 
poetry and books and holiday speeches. 

I know these are the cliches of American patriotism and after-dinner 
oratory. But we do not discount them for that reason. On the con¬ 
trary, we accept them and cherish them as proof positive that the 
American dream is a dream of free men living together in a spirit of 
harmony and trust. 

I regard as profoundly significant the fact that the average Ameri¬ 
can looks on these so-called cliches as desirable even when he doesn’t 
live up to them. Equally significant is the fact that even the salesmen 
of dissension must disguise their sales talks in the phraseology of 
American freedom. 

Race hatreds and group intolerance simply do not jibe with any of 
the formulas of freedom so dear to the American heart. To the extent 
they are allowed to flourish, they threaten to change the American 
dream into a nightmare. 

Let’s not underestimate the threat. There is a tendency to soft-pedal 


9 


the spread of alien doctrines of intolerance. The theory is that the best 
way to treat a disease is to pretend that it doesn’t exist. That is a 
cowardly theory and worse, a futile one. It seems to me that honest 
diagnosis is the first and indispensable measure in meeting the chal¬ 
lenge of propaganda and whispering campaigns directed against for¬ 
eigners, against Jews, against Catholics, against Negroes. 

Race and group tensions are increasing to an alarming degree. Men 
and women who should know better—who do know better—allow 
themselves to mouth the catch phrases of anti-Semitism and anti- 
foreignism, of anti-business, or anti-labor, anti-farm. Most of them 
are not themselves aware that they have been infected by the virus of 
intolerance which recently had the whole world writhing in the fever 
of war. 

When there’s a riot in Detroit or Harlem, when racial antagonisms 
break into the open in Boston or Brooklyn, it’s more comfortable to 
shrug them off as local incidents. But the truth must be faced. These 
episodes of violence are symptoms of pressures and emotions and 
maladjustments which are nationwide. 

The first thing we must do, it seems to me, is to confront the re¬ 
ality. Obviously the most violent and deep-seated of our antipathies 
are racial and religious. Wide-spread though these expressions of 
group hatred are, it is a hopeful fact that they still afflict only a small 
minority of the American population. That minority can be curbed 
and re-educated if conscious and organized efforts are undertaken. 

At the very worst, that minority can be frightened into desisting. 
I mean that Americans can be made sharply aware that intolerance 
endangers not merely the small groups against whom it is directed 
but the country as a whole. The obstreperous hate-mongers and their 
stupid or frivolous fellow-travelers can be made to understand that 
it simply isn’t smart to rock the American boat in which they, too, are 
passengers. 

If they achieve the calamity of race persecutions, they will drag 
America down to the barbarian level of Nazi Germany and we will 
pay for it in death and suffering and national degeneration, precisely 
as the Germans are doing today. The thing that needs emphasizing, 
day in and day out, is that the spread of intolerance is not primarily 
a threat to the intended victims but to the whole country. Once the 
pois6n enters a nation’s bloodstream, the entire population is doomed. 
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Only 600,000 German Jews suffered through the triumph of Na2i 
barbarism—but the non-Jews who suffered from it include the more 
than 70 million Germans! 

If the day ever comes in this country when tolerance gives way to 
internal enmities and persecutions and discriminations, it will be the 
end of American civilization. Remember this: the dictates of intol¬ 
erance cannot be enforced finally without the connivance of govern¬ 
ment. Should intolerance triumph, it will mean, as a matter of course, 
that free government is stamped out. Racial persecutions—whether 
in the old Russia or the recent-day Germany—have always been con¬ 
ducted under the protection of a tyrannical government regime. 

Viewed from the narrowest vantage point of the nation’s well¬ 
being, quite aside from human and moral considerations, the growth 
of doctrines of race and group hatreds represents a major economic 
threat. America has prospered because it has provided avenues of 
economic expression to all men who had the urge and the capacity 
to advance themselves. Wherever we erect barriers on the grounds 
of race or religion, or of occupational or professional status, we ham¬ 
per the fullest expansion of our economic society. Intolerance is poor 
economy. Prejudice doesn’t pay. Discrimination is destructive. 

Freedom of the individual is the most vital condition, for creative 
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Jife in economy as in every other department of human existence. Such 
freedom is impossible where men are restricted by reason of race or 
origin, on the one hand; or, on the other, paralyzed by fears and 
hatreds of their neighbors. 

There are some in our country—industrialists, white collar workers, 
laboring people—who hold to the myth that economic progress can 
be attained on the principle of an unbalanced see-saw. They think 
that if some groups can be forever held down, the others will forever 
enjoy economic privileges and prosperity at the end which is up. 

But it does not work that way. Any advantage thus gained must 
be paid for out of the fruits of the productive plant. The withhold¬ 
ing of jobs and business opportunities from some people does not 
make more jobs and business opportunities for others. Such a policy 
merely tends to drag down the whole economic level. Perpetuating 
poverty for some merely guarantees stagnation for all. True eco¬ 
nomic progress demands that the whole nation move forward at the 
same time. It demands that all artificial barriers erected by ignorance 
and intolerance be removed. To put it in the simplest terms, we are 
all in business together. Intolerance is a species of boycott and any 
business or job boycott is a cancer in the economic body of the na¬ 
tion. I repeat: Intolerance is poor economy. Prejudice doesn’t pay. 
Discrimination is destructive. These are things that should be made 
manifest to the American people if we are to counteract the pestifer¬ 
ous labors of race and group hate-mongers. 

The totalitarians who looked on us as "mongrels,” as a chaos of 
clashing cultures, learned their mistake. We always must remem¬ 
ber that America is a nation made up of the peoples of all lands. In 
the metallurgical industry, it's never the purest metal that is the tough¬ 
est. In order to make it tough, you have to combine it with other 
metals, and I think that is the truth with human beings. We in 
America are an alloy of all the peoples in the world. Our enemies 
learned that an amalgam of many ingredients can be stronger and 
more flexible than any one of these ingredients alone. 

It now remains for the American people, likewise, to absorb that 
lesson. It was Walt Whitman who celebrated the diversity that is 
America's strength. "This is not a nation,” he proclaimed, "but a 
teaming of nations.” In some measure every poet sensitive to the na¬ 
ture of our still young American experiment has felt and expressed 
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that diversity. Russell Davenport has just done it in ''My Country.” 
Perhaps the poet, more than the economist or historian, senses the 
absurdity in attempts to hammer all Americans into a single national 
type and discriminate against the minorities who do not conform. 

Let's not apologize for the amazing variety of our human material 
here in America. Let us rather glory in it as the source of our robust 
spirit and opulent achievements. Let's not deny that there are dif¬ 
ferences in race and that our country has all the fifty-seven varieties 
of God’s humanity. Let us merely make clear that these differences 
cannot be measured on any scale of good, better and best. They are 
all equally valid and all must continue to contribute to the magnificent 
mosaic of American life. 

Subtract from the grand total of America the contributions of our 
racial and religious and economic minorities—and what remains ? 
Subtract foreign-born Andrew Carnegie from our metallurgical in¬ 
dustry; or David Sarnoff from American radio; or George Gershwin 
from our native music; or Marian Anderson from our concert stage; 
or Norwegian-born Knute Rockne from our football; or Dutch-born 
Edward William Bok from publishing; or Russian-born Major de 
Seversky from American aviation; or Belgian-born Leo H. Baekeland 
from American chemical achievements; or slave-born Dr. George 
Washington Carver from biological developments. The temptation is 
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to list hundreds and thousands who have thrown their particular 
genius into the American melting pot. 

Too many Americans—indeed, too many of the immigrants them¬ 
selves, whatever their race or land of birth—behave as if America 
only gave things to newcomers. We need to be reminded that Amer¬ 
ica receives more than it gives in muscle power, purchasing power, 
fecundity and brains. 

It is this vision of a society wonderfully rounded by reason of its 
many racial contributions—of an /tfter-nation within the borders of a 
vast nation—that should be brought home to every American child 
and adult. The cooperation of these multiple elements—the unity of a 
powerful amalgam—has given a peculiar destiny and genius to our 
country. In pointing out our achievements to those who preach di¬ 
vision and distrust we are protecting that part of our history that 
still lies in the future. 

The danger today comes because existing prejudices are being 
stimulated by deliberate propaganda. Watered by hate they flourish 
in more and more places as outright intolerance and discrimination. 
It is that which we are called upon to combat with all the skills and 
energies that we have. 

Ill, abused and unjustly treated are the victims of intolerant hate, 
but the dupes who follow the intolerant leader are unmercifully be¬ 
trayed. Look at Nazi Germany. Intolerance is a hideous beast with 
an insatiable appetite. When it has devoured its unhappy victims, it 
turns upon its guilty followers. The strong Nazis liquidated the 
weak Nazis. 

The inevitable cycle of organized intolerance is that it destroys the 
individual, the family, the community, then the state. In contrast, 
tolerance is constructive. It creates, builds, unifies. It gives strength 
and nobility to the individual, to the family, the community, the 
state. The fight against intolerance is not merely our duty as decent 
human beings. It is the indispensable condition of our survival as free 
individuals and as a prosperous nation. 
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IS THERE AN AMERICAN TYPE? 

Based on the speech by Dr. Margaret Mead, Associate 
Curator, American Museum of Natural History 

A MERICANS today are facing a difficult task. It is a task 
which will take all our famous ingenuity, all the imagina¬ 
tion, all the patience that we can muster. In a country where 
we have representatives of each of the three great races of mankind, 
of all the great religions, of all the continents, and of most of the 
islands of the sea, we have to develop a way of life in which each 
human being will be given equal dignity and equal opportunity. We 
said we would try to do this when we became a country in our own 
right. Bravely, uncompromisingly, we set up an ideal, more diffi¬ 
cult than any ideal which had ever been attempted. Our ideal was to 
construct a society in which all men—no matter how different—were 
treated as equal. 

But some men w$re slaves and some were free; some could write 
and some could not. Some, like the Indians, belonged to ways of 
life which had been out of touch with the old civilizations for many 
thousands of years. Some, like the French and English, were newly 
coni' 11 from the leading civilizations of Europe. Some were slender 
and blond; some stocky and blond. Some had skins that were black; 
others brown, copper, yellow. Some had narrow noses; some had broad. 
Some had hairy skins and beards of which they were proud. And 
some had smooth skins and beardlessness of which they were proud. 

Did none of these differences—in place of origin, in type of civili¬ 
zation, in racial type—matter? People, for all the thousands of years 
that we know anything of their history, had thought they did. 

Each people, as part of their heritage, brought to America their 
own separate set of prejudices. Here they met Indians with preju¬ 
dices. One Indian tribe was so prejudiced that they had two genders. 
One gender included only adult male Iroquois Indians, and the other 
gender was everybody else. 

With such variety of peoples and prejudices, there was real need 
for some scientific spade work to find out whether the principles, in 
which we had definitely said we believed, were workable. If one race, 
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or people from one spot on the earth were proved inferior to others, 
then obviously our idea wouldn’t work in the way we hoped. 

Scientists went to work on the problem. At the beginning, some 
of them were prejudiced one way and some were prejudiced another. 
But no differences have ever been found. No one has ever been able 
to prove that race or national origin has anything to do with capacity 
—provided children, as they grow up, are given an equal chance at 
education, health, a job, and the respect of their neighbors. So we 
can now say that what we want to do—give every human being equal 
dignity—is a workable idea scientifically. 

Our social problem is to make it work. It is an immediate and 
pressing problem because the world is nt>w endangered by the myth 
of a white master race. This false theory is implemented by careful, 
mechanized, pseudo-scientific thought, which seeks to set people against 
each other because they are different. We must therefore do some¬ 
thing definite and constructive to defeat this campaign by the other side. 

As a first step, we must think of the American people as composed 
of people of all the types in the world—tall and short, light and 
dark, with thin features and with broad features. If we always think 
of Americans as looking something like the early New Englanders: 
white, Northern European, Protestant, then only a very few Ameri¬ 
cans can feel "That is me.” The rest of the Americans have to feel, 
"Anyway, I am an American, too.” We must rid ourselves of the 
"I” and think in terms of "we”'and "us.” "We are Americans of all 
sorts of origins.” Everyone can say that. Only some Americans— 
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although it is a surprisingly large number—can say, tr I am an Ameri¬ 
can of all sorts of origins.*’ 

Not only must we begin to think of ourselves as members of a 
group of all kinds of people, we must also begin to think of the 
differences between all those kinds of people as less important than 
the similarities. That means we will use the unimportant differences 
as adjectives. Words like "foreign-born,” "Negro,” or "Protestant”; 
words like "old stock,” "Chinese” or "Catholic” as applied to Ameri¬ 
can citizens should all be used only as adjectives. We should use the 
really important words, like "American” and "people,” as nouns. So 
we can talk of Catholic Americans , English Americans, Mexican 
Americans, Chinese Americans, French Americans, Italian Americans, 
Jewish Americans and German Americans. And then—when speaking 
of the whole world, we can turn "American” into an adjective, too, 
and use the words man, woman and child as the nouns. So we will 
speak of American child, American woman, American man, American 
people. Thus when we have to differentiate among people, we call 
attention to the things they have in common even when naming their 
differences. It is surprising how very effective such little things can be. 

It is just such small changes in practice which are needed to make 
the dream of America's founders come true. A change in the way 
we talk about people. A change in our image of "An American” to 
an image of a whole group of Americans. A determined effort to 
evaluate people by what they make of themselves, rather than by the 
looks they chanced to be born with. An appreciation that all kinds of 
people can do all kinds of jobs, and an insistence on their right to 
do them. 

Perhaps it was easier to dream the dream of a democratic America 
than it is to invent all the social practices which make that dream 
possible. But one of the great things which all Americans share— 
Americans of every creed and color and national origin who have 

grown up in America—is ingenuity. Let us apply that ingenuity to 

making democracy work. We have here in America the richest oppor¬ 
tunity in the world to practice and excel at treating people as people— 
rather than as members of groups. It is the Number One job of the 

Twentieth Century if we are to build a peaceful world. It will 

demand a lot of practice by Americans. But let us keep in mind that 
it is for the good of America—and the good of the world. 
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IT CAN MEAN CIVIL WAR 


Based on the speech by John Roy Carlson, 
Author of "Under Cover” 


P RIOR to December 7, 1941 this country of ours harbored 
countless subversive organizations, each based on the myth 
of the master race, each squeezing the cult of Aryanism and 
Anglo-Saxonism until it squeaked. John Roy Carlson, author of "Un¬ 
der Cover”, records that he alone, in his role as investigator, counted 
more than 32 of these organizations. They sponsored fascist meetings, 
loud with the mad cries of impassioned orators—in sweat-stained 
shirts and in musty backrooms—exhorting the audience they had 
transformed into mobs to the fanatic call of the master race. We 
cannot let this happen again. 

Race and religious bigotries are not new in the United States. We 
have a history marked and marred by witch-hunts, Quaker-chasings, 
church-burnings and persecution, sect by sect. Despite many ugly 
incidents and vicious campaigns of hate, the nation has waxed great 
and prosperous and we have a right to congratulate ourselves upon 
our ability—until now—to purge the body politic of these poisons. 
I say "until now” advisedly for I believe that the nature of race 
hatred has changed profoundly in our time. We can no longer assume 
that we are able more or less automatically to throw off or neutralize 
such poisons. 

Race hatred today is not merely the latest outbreak of in old fever- 
rash. It is now a "scientific” technique in politics. Everywhere through¬ 
out the world, race hatred has become the pet instrument of those 
who oppose reform, who despise liberty for others or who wish to 
sabotage the spread and realization of democracy. By whatever name 
they are known, the enemies of progress use race hatred not for itself 
alone but as a means of softening up and weakening democracy. The 
idiom may vary from shrill soap box vulgarities to genteel witticisms 
in fashionable drawing rooms, but the purpose remains the same. 
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Through race hatred, the pitting of group against group, it is hoped 
to discredit democracy and ultimately to create a state of widespread 
confusion, disillusionment and passion so that, in the name of a 
national emergency and under protection of hysteria, the reactionaries 
can seize control. Don't say it can’t happen. It has been happening 
in country after country for years. America is not magically immune 
just because it’s America. 



To remain great and to grow greater, our nation must not divide 
its energies in bitter bickering among groups. That way lies disaster. 
A meeting of this sort is a step in the right direction since we must 
first learn to recognize the fake logic and everyday tricks of the 
hate-mongers. We must have light and more light, science and more 
science, understanding and more understanding. If we go the other 
way there is an actual threat of civil war. That means violence, blood¬ 
shed, riots, lynchings, pogroms. 

Our civilization is the culture of no single race, no single creed, 
no single nation. We are a historical composite of the toil and energy, 
the blood and sacrifice and intelligence of all the races and nations 
and creeds of the whole world. Each came, laid his gifts of ancestry, 
of imagination, and work on the altar of freedom, and became 
American. 
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America is not a nation alone; it is an idea at work, the dominant 
idea underlying all true religion, based upon the concept of the 
brotherhood of man regardless of your color, your accent or the 
way you dress. The ideal which brought forty million immigrants from 
the Old World is the ideal that America is a solution to humanity’s 
ultimate problem—the problem of how to live together in peace, 
and thus build a civilization that will endure. 

Whether we succeed or not will depend a great deal on the outcome 
of such meetings as this: on whether we merely dream, or have the 
will to act; on whether we merely talk Americanism or practice it; 
or whether we practice it hypocritically as did the Pharisee, or deep 
in our hearts every working hour. Whether the oppressed people of 
the world will finally achieve freedom and democracy for themselves 
will depend on whether or not we achieve it fully here, for freedom 
here is freedom everywhere, and to conquer prejudice and racial 
myths here is to conquer them the world over. That, in simplest 
terms, is the challenge for us here tonight. 
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TAKE THIS HOME WITH YOU 


Based on the speech by Christopher La Farge, 
author and poet 


S O THERE it is. That’s all. A simple problem, stated as simply as 
we have known how. Oh yes, a simple problem, but a rather 
terrible one, and 1 continuing one. 

You will notice that we have not asked you to say or to believe 
that no Jew is avaricious, that no Irishman is a belligerent drunkard, 
that no Negro shoots craps, that no Italian is a gangster. That would 
be silly. We have simply asked you to realize that it is untrue and 
inaccurate to say that all members of any racial group conform to a 
single pattern, or to deny that such characteristics of behavior occur 
in all sorts and kinds of human beings. 

When you drive your car and the man in the car ahead fails to 
put out his hand as he suddenly turns off across you, you are likely 
to curse him. You curse him because he endangered you. You curse 
him as an individual, a fool, a bad driver, a menace. But if that 
driver happens to be a woman, you say, with contempt, "Oh, sure. 
A woman driver. What would you expect?" You type her, automa¬ 
tically, using the old stereotype, the old cliche, because it is easier 
to do that, and it makes you, if you are a man, feel superior. It makes 
no difference to the prejudiced person that the record is against the 
cliche, that statistics show that women are less prone to cause traffic 
accidents than men—drive, on the average, more cautiously and more 
safely. No. It is simply easier to say—and to think—"Sure. A woman 
driver. What would you expect?" 

Each time you do a thing like that, think a thing like that, about 
a Negro, a Mexican, an Italian, an Irishman, a Jew, a Protestant, a 
member of any group, you have helped to perpetuate the myth that 
we have attacked tonight. The myth that threatens America and 
therefore threatens you. 

During the war, you had a thousand appeals made to you. 
You were asked to give this, to pay for that, to do this. Bonds, 
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blood, work. The radio, the screen, the printed word, the mails— 
they were all full of it. Day by day, day after day. In the end such 
appeals by their multiplicity, created a sort of resistance in us to all 
participation. It was inevitable. We know that. 

This appeal we are making to you tonight is a little different, a 
little more elaborate. We have taken a bit more trouble than to send 
you a letter, to try to beg you to do something. We have felt it was 
important because we knew that if we failed, you would fail. If 
we couldn’t tell you and convince you, you couldn’t tell others, and 
you couldn’t see, yourself, what you, yourself, were doing. 

I beg you then that you leave all your resistance aside as far as this 
subject is concerned, that you make it your own. We have spent this 
evening making you, as well as we could, into an audience. It is 
my task to turn you again into individuals, and as individuals to ask 
you to conquer your own minds and hearts, and wonder how often 
you, like me, have been guilty of the sins of omission and commission 
in racial intolerance; how often you have used the cliches, have 
depended upon the easy methods, the false methods, to describe and 
to characterize your fellow Americans; how often you have fostered, 
perhaps unconsciously, this stupid, this destructive myth. 

As you go out then, say these things to yoursfelf: it is not for this 
evening, it is for day after day and week after week. You have heard 
it said that it was a long-term job. It is a long-term job to upset old 
habits, good or bad—and this is a bad habit. Only by persistence, 
only by self-knowledge, only by that understanding of our own faults 
and omissions, our own sins of intolerance—indeed, of our own 
strengths, can we arrive at understanding. It is only by such under¬ 
standing that we may be strong enough to foster that spirit in us 
which can truthfully see and tell and judge what sort of people we 
are—what diversities of race and origin have gone to make up our 
beloved country—what diversities of character, of leadership, of 
courage, and of sacrifice, have come from all groups equally and in 
proportion. Thus at the end we can know what it is that composes 
our own people, our people of America—that strong and happy breed 
of mongrels! I beg you to take this with you as you leave. 
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HOW WRITERS PERPETUATE 
STEREOTYPES 


A Digest of Data Prepared for the Writers' 
War Board by the Bureau of Applied 
Social Research of Columbia University 


D URING THE YEAR 1944 the Writers’ War Board and its 
Committee to Combat Race Hatred came to the conclusion 
that the writers of the United States because of their habitual 
employment of "stock characters” were unconsciously fostering and 
encouraging group prejudice. To investigate the truth of this con¬ 
clusion, the Writers’ War Board commissioned Columbia University’s 
Bureau of Applied Social Research to make a study of the treatment 
accorded white, Protestant Anglo-Saxons in mass media as against 
the treatment accorded all other elements of the American population. 
When finally completed, this research material became the basis of a 
performance sponsored and staged by the Board at the Barbizon-Plaza 
Theatre, New York, on January 11, 1945. 

An invited audience of 600 writers, editors, artists, publishers, 
broadcasters, advertisers, and communications technicians was informed 
that the constant repetition of racial stereotypes was exaggerating and 
perpetuating the false and mischievous notion that ours is a white, 
Protestant, Anglo-Saxon country in which all other racial stocks and 
religious faiths are of lesser dignity. It was promised that the Writers’ 
War Board would prepare and issue a digest of the report of the 
Columbia University Bureau. Here then is that promised report. 

SHORT STORIES 

The Bureau of Applied Social Research found that racial stereotypes 
were more often, more intensely, and more offensively presented in 
popular light fiction than in any other medium of entertainment or 
communication analyzed. 

The Writers’ War Board suggests that the explanation may lie in 
the fact that short stories largely escape professional and socially 
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conscious criticism of the kind which tends to restrain and improve 
stage, screen, novels, radio, cartoons. 

Of magazine fiction the Bureau of Applied Social Research had 
this to say generally: "In frequency of appearance, importance in the 
story, approval and disapproval, status and occupation, and in traits, 
the Anglo-Saxons receive better treatment in these stories than minority 
and foreign groups both qualitatively and quantitatively." 

Eight nationally circulated magazines were selected by the researchers 
to provide representative short story samples. These were the Saturday 
Evening Post, Collier's, American, Cosmopolitan, Woman's Home 
Companion, Ladies' Home Journal, True Story, and True Confessions. 
In all, 185 short stories from the pre-war year, 1937, and the war year, 
1943, were analyzed, Of 889 identifiable characters 90.8% were 
Anglo-Saxon (including a fringe of "Nordics"), whereas only 9.2% 
of the characters were drawn from all other racial stocks in the United 
States. Only 16 Negroes and 10 Jews were counted. And where the 
authors brought in menials, racketeers, thieves, gamblers, shady night 
club proprietors, crooked prize fight managers, such non-sympathetic 
characters were seldom Anglo-Saxon. 



Subtle disparagements of minority characters were noted throughout 
the 185 short stories. To quote the Bureau of Applied Social Research: 
"The overwhelming attention is given to the Anglo-Saxons. The stage 
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and spotlight belong to them.” They were habitually pictured as the 
salt of the earth. Their superiority, wealth and prestige were usually 
taken for granted, whereas in the few instances where a minority 
character was represented as rich or important the author offered an 
elaborate explanation—he had inherited wealth, married well, worked 
hard, been lucky, or come by his gains through crooked dealings. 
Again quoting the Bureau: 

"The behavior of these fictional characters could easily 
be used to 'prove’ that the Negroes are lazy, the Jem 
wily, the Irish superstitious and the Italians criminal!’ 

It is true of course that the bulk of the 185 stories analyzed were 
intended only as entertainment and not as socially significant writing. 
This does not diminish their contribution to the Anglo-Saxon myth. 
Authors lavished approved characteristics upon Anglo-Saxons but 
withheld or were niggardly in assigning such traits to all others. 

Only in connection with membership in the armed forces did the 
short stories published in the war year of 1943 accord something 
like the population parity to the non-Anglo-Saxons. Short story writers 
did at least include a few Jews, immigrants and non-Anglo-Saxons 
in their military and naval personnel. 

Rank, incidentally, was important in these stories. Of 58 speaking 
characters in uniform, 76% were pictured as officers, only 24% as 
enlisted men. 

The research data also reveals that 42% of the fictional Anglo- 
Saxon housewives had maids and other servants whereas only 13% 
of the fictional non-Anglo-Saxon housewives had servants. Over and 
over again the superior-inferior connotations repeated themselves in 
stereotyped dialogue and description. 

The attitude of both authors and editors was shown by the repeated 
assignment of "heart” (or sympathetic) motivations to Anglo-Saxons. 
They were conspicuously concerned with romantic love, marriage, 
affection, emotional security, adventure for its own sake, patriotism, 
idealism and justice. In contrast "head” motivations were made largely 
typical of minority characters. They showed interest mostly in money, 
self-advancement, power, and dominance. 

The evidence is clear. American short story writers have made "nice 
people” synonymous with Anglo-Saxons. Such characters are written 
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as intelligent, industrious, esthetic, democratic, athletic, practical, frank, 
lovable. Granting that popular fiction seeks a generally amiable over¬ 
tone, it was nevertheless invidiously true that the non-Anglo-Saxons 
were usually pictured as the "villains,” domineering, immoral, selfish, 
unintelligent, cowardly, lazy, sly, cruel, stubborn, non-esthetic, weak. 



THE STAGE 

Under modern conditions the legitimate stage appears to be by far 
the most liberal of all media of entertainment in avoidance of racial 
stereotypes on the one hand and pioneering toward new and more 
generous concepts on the other. Oddly enough, however, some ob¬ 
noxious and persistent racial stereotypes have been popularized in 
the theatre notably the Uncle Tom * type of Negro, the quarrelsome 
Jewish business man and "the stage Irishman.” 

"Men to the Sea,” while not a commercial success on Broadway, 
was interesting because four women shared an apartment while their 
husbands were at sea and one of the women was a Negro. Her 
presence and color were taken for granted. 
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MOTION PICTURES 


The history of films dealing with Negroes has been streaked with 
the record of race protests. Negro educators like Dr. L. W. Reddick 
say that the film industry from its first big picture in 1915 down to 
very recent times has consistently disparaged Negroes. As they see 
the matter, Dixie-born D. W. Griffith's film, "The Birth of a Nation”, 
was nothing less than a disaster since it used the screen of the country 
to spread a purely Southern estimate of the Negro. The more recent 
Hollywood product, "Gone with the Wind”, is also regretted because 
of its glorification of slave-owners and the whole stereotype of the 
attractive Southern aristocrat. 

An analysis of 100 motion pictures involving either "Negro themes 
or Negro characters of more than passing significance” produced this 
score: 

Stereotyped and disparaging 75 
Neutral or unobjectionable 13 
Favorable 12 

The findings of the Bureau of Applied Social Research indicated 
that Hollywood has recently become aware of the stereotype and of 
the social impact of gags, lines, situations and inferences which here¬ 
tofore were judged only by the criterion of amusement. Of late the 
film studios have occasionally done better. In the Bette Davis film, 
"In This Our Life,” the Negro boy was exceptionally well written 
and sensitively portrayed. A Negro boy was included in a choir of 
Catholics in "Going My Way.” But against these and the two favorable 
documentaries, "Americans All” and "The Negro Soldier,” were the 
caricatures in "Lifeboat,” "The Life of Mark Twain” and "Cabin In 
the Sky.” 

COMIC CARTOON BOOKS 

Unlike the daily newspaper cartoon strips, the "comic” books tend 
to be melodramatic and serious, rather than humorous. Millions of 
readers, not all juvenile, are devoted to them. They are a relatively 
new medium of great influence. 

Before the war, the comic books had drawn some critical fire by the 
use of racial stereotypes. They apparently took these comments to 
heart. By 1944 there were few traces among them of the stock charac¬ 
ters noted in examples published in 1937. One favorite villain in the 
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pre-war era was "The Chink.” He was a stereotyped Chinese devoted 
to refined tortures. Other now-forgotten cartoon stereotypes of 1937 
included a cowardly Italian named Joseph Stucchi and a girl named 
Olga Balinoff. There was also a 1937 reference to "the natives of 
Peru” who "would kill a man for a peso.” In comment on these 
stereotypes the Bureau of Applied Social Research decided "None 
of these characters could have appeared in a current edition.” 

The comic cartoon books of 1944 assigned similar names to heroes 
and villains alike. Thus the "bad guy” is, by inference, just as Anglo- 
Saxon as the "good guy,” to wit: 

Heroes Villains 


Gregg Saunders 
Dick Grayson 
Bruce Wayne 
Slam Bradley 
Steve Trevor 
Shorty Morgan 


Sam Maxon 
Horace Man ton 
Googe Smith 
Ted Swan 
Miggs Morgan 
Mart Mink 


In drawing the heroes the artists make them "prettier” and more 
clean-cut. The villains have faces that are more plastic, misshapen but 
not notably stereotyped in the "dirty foreigner” tradition. In handling 
Germans the cartoon books have, however, veered to (a) stupid-robot- 
with-monocle or (b) ridiculous nincompoop, neither type being rea¬ 
listic. 

Issues arising from national, racial, or religious minorities simply 
do not exist in most cartoon books. By this omission most of the 
publishers of comics at least avoid offense. All-American Comics 
took a commendably progressive stand by treating the problem of 
militarism in Germany realistically in cartoon form and repeatedly 
portraying the heroism of American Negro fighters in the war. 

On the general subject of cartoon books, the Bureau of Applied 
Social Research has this to say: 


"The heroes and villains are differentiated in terms of 
status or occupation, rather than in terms of 'Anglo- 
Saxon vs. Foreigner* differences. The heroes are detec¬ 
tives, reporters, Army Intelligence Officers, whereas the 
villains are professional criminals. The essential social 
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evil of all the villains as presented is that no environ¬ 
mental factors are ever suggested as possible explana¬ 
tions of delinquent personalities .” 

Comic cartoon book publishers who were interviewed by the Co¬ 
lumbia University researchers, testified as follows: 

"That heroes must be 'American’ because that is what 
children expect and because the continuous nature of 
their adventures makes it necessary to avoid the use of 
any minority group which might lose popularity in the 
future. 

That villains, in contrast, must also be free of associa¬ 
tions with minorities because the comic cartoon manu¬ 
facturers have learned from past trouble to expect 
future trouble from such sources.” 

In short, the comic cartoon book industry seems to have been re¬ 
sponsive to public criticism and has already desisted from the more 
objectionable utilization of racial stereotypes. They do not on the 
whole recognize any social responsibility to enhance democracy or 
exemplify the practice of group reconciliation and harmony. 

"We are interested in circulation primarily," commented one expert 
in this field, adding, without malice, "Can you imagine a hero named 
Cohen?" (The Writers' Board can.—Editor) 

RADIO PROGRAMS 

The broadcasting fraternity has been arguing for years as to whether 
"Amos 'n' Andy" helps or hurts the Negro race. Some Negroes do, 
some don't object to the series. Another continuing argument revolves 
around "Rochester" on the Jack Benny program. This presentation is 
good-natured and pictures "Rochester" as quick-witted and wise, 
yet it is stereotyped on all the usual counts—addiction to drink, dice, 
wenching, and razors. 

All of the American networks prohibit offense to minorities. Dr. 
Reddick has testified that radio gives them the fairest treatment of 
any mass medium. That heroes and heroines in radio drama tend 
invariably to be white, Protestant Anglo-Saxon remains true. They 
practically never attend either Catholic Mass or Jewish Temple. 
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Oddly enough there is nothing particularly Irish about the serial 
called 'The O’Neills” and nothing particularly Jewish, beyond a vague 
dialect, about "Rise of the Goldbergs”. Perhaps the one frank effort 
on radio to exploit the comic Jewish stereotype was "Abie’s Irish 
Rose,” now off the air. Commenting upon the wise old Jewish book¬ 
seller in the serial "Life Can Be Beautiful” the Bureau of Applied 
Social Research stated: 

”The very intellectual superiority of the old man differ¬ 
entiates him, not in degree, but in principle from the 
hero group } just as it would be in the case of an Indian 
yogi, bestowed with ancient and maybe super-natural 
wisdom 

In recent years a former complaint of Negroes that radio programs 
did not accord them titles of respect has been largely corrected. It’s 
now "Miss Lena Horne” or "Mr. Paul Robeson.” There have been a 
number of instances in which Negroes have appeared in dramatic 
casts with no mention of their race. This appears to be much valued 
by Negroes. On the other hand, many people sympathetic to Negroes 
think it desirable to state their color when giving recognition to their 
achievements. 


NEWSREELS 

Years ago social critics were bemoaning what they called "our news¬ 
less newsreels.” This particular form of communication is subject to 
technical difficulties (distance, manpower, expense, hard-to-handle 
camera and sound equipment) and is also handicapped by the terrific 
group pressures which represent a daily reality. The theatrical news¬ 
paper Variety reported during 1944 that film theatres in the South 
were cutting out newsreel footage dealing with Negroes. Such practices 
may shock the liberal who hears about them for the first time. They 
represent an all-too-tangible fact of newsreel editing. 

The Bureau of Applied Social Research discovered through an analy¬ 
sis of 600 "clips” in 1944 newsreel editions that minorities were treated 
in only 18 instances. Half of these were related to war activities, to wit: 
Five Sullivansf parents 
Creek Indian decorated 
Air Ace Gabreski in action 
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Sgt. Bejenski saved from death 

Sgt. Beranek's athletic prowess 

Negro Paratroopers 

99th Pursuit Squadron 

The Fighting 92nd 

Negro Red Cross Club in Cherbourg 

ADVERTISING COPY 

Interviews with copywriters, art directors and others established the 
general acceptance of the whole white, Protestant, Anglo-Saxon myth 
and a disposition to defend current practices. Only when time and 
budget permit, do some firms revise their advertisements for the 
foreign language and Negro press by substituting pictures and text 
appropriate to these special audiences. 

The refrain goes like this: 

"We naturally draw on typical Americans because 
the greatest bulk of our ads are directed at typical 
Americans” 



Another advertising man explained his views in these words: 
"Basically, it is commercial. You want to sell to the greatest number 
of people. Therefore in your advertisement you present Someone whom 
they will want to emulate." This man had actually conducted research 


31 












of his own to determine what particular Anglo-Saxon names possessed 
the greatest power to suggest high social and economic status—in 
other words maximum snob appeal. 

Still another advertising man said: 

"You’d lose your audience if a colored man appeared 
in the ad. However, in a picture of the Old South, 
whiskey ads and so forth, one puts in an Uncle Tom 
for atmosphere.” 

Colored servants are almost invariably found in whiskey or mint 
julep copy "to suggest the Old South, Kentucky, gracious living and 
all that.” 

CONCLUSION 

The full text of the Bureau’s study on racial stereotypes will probably 
be published in full scientific trappings, with charts, footnotes, biblio¬ 
graphy and extended comment. Meanwhile this digest is primarily 
a summary of the key facts and the chief conclusions. 

The impressions of the Writers' Board may be summed up as 
follows: 

THE STAGE —is the most liberal of all the media in presenting 
minority characters sympathetically and honestly. 

THE NOVEL —is like the theater, in the forefront of liberalism; 
witness Lillian Smith’s "Strange Fruit,” Hodding Carter’s "The 
Wings of Fear,” and Gwethalyn Graham's "Earth and High 
Heaven.” 

THE AiOTION PICTURE —has continued to make disparaging pre¬ 
sentations of minorities, but there has been some improvement. 
THE RADIO —ranges from innocuous to sympathetic, despite some 
invidious stereotypes. 

THE COMIC CARTOON —has accorded the greatest recognition and 
credit to the Negro fighter. 

THE PRESS —in the North is, with some notorious exceptions, gen¬ 
erally fair, although not zealous where minorities are concerned. 
About 60% of the Southern press is considered anti-Negro despite 
all disclaimers. 

ADVERTISING COPY—is openly and self-admittedly addicted to 
the Anglo-Saxon myth because of reliance on "snob appeal.” 
THE SHORT STORY —uses the most stereotypes, is the worst offender. 
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EDUCATION PLEASE 


A Quiz Program 

Select a group of "experts.” Anyone will do, quiz kids or their elders, 
wits, scholars or the man next door. Select a master of ceremonies who 
knows what the meeting is about. Give him the attached questions and 
answers and let him go ahead with an impromptu session, or a re¬ 
hearsed one if you prefer. Insert local references. They keep up the 
interest. And if you can, add questions that will help dispel the 
"myth that threatens America.” 

QUESTION: What religious groups were the objects of 
the following: 

1. The Massacre of St. Bartholomew? 

2. The Massacre of the Innocents? 

3. The Act of Uniformity? 

4. U.S. Military Expedition under Col. 

Albert Sidney Johnson in 1857? 

5. What religious group has never known 

persecution? 

ANSWER: 1. Protestants. (More than 50,000 French Huguenots 
killed in 1578, at instigation of Catherine de 
Medici.) 

2. Jews. (King Herod, fearful of the prophesies con- 
> cerning the child Jesus, ordered the slaughter of all 

Jewish male infants under the age of two.) 

3. Catholics. (An English act of 1559, which imposed 

severe penalties on all who did not subscribe to 
the doctrine that Queen Elizabeth was head of the 
English church.) 

4. Mormons. 

5. We can’t think of one. 

QUESTION: Name three phrases in our common speech 
which unintentionally reflect prejudice 
against groups. 

(This means that epithets won't be counted. Don't give examples of name¬ 
calling. We're asking for expressions which are frequently used by people who 
would not think of insulting any groups — expressions, for instance, like 

"nigger rich.'') 
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ANSWER: Nigger in the woodpile 

To Jew a person down 
Very white of you 
Put the Indian sign on a man 
Hasn’t a Chinaman’s chance 
100% American 


Yellow streak 
Act like a white man 
Indian giver 
Get your Irish up 
Jesuitical 

(and many others) 


QUESTION: What percentage of the population of the 
United States is not native white Protestant? 
38.6% 55.3% 17.9% 

ANSWER: 55.3% 

(This means that, although we commonly believe native white Protestants to 
constitute the overwhelming majority of our population, Negroes and foreign 
born, Catholics and Jews and other religious and racial groups — all added 
together — well outnumber them. Actually, native white Protestants might be 
called our largest minority.) 


QUESTION: Give a reason why each of the following 
authors would not be an appropriate speaker 
for a race tolerance program: 

1. Bret Harte 

2. Rudyard Kipling 

3. William Shakespeare 

4. Thomas Dixon 


ANSWER: 


1. Anti-Chinese. ("Plain Language from Truthful 

James”) 

2. Proponent of innate white superiority. ("East is East 

and West is West”; "And lesser breeds without 
the law”; "The White Man’s Burden.”) 

3. Anti-Semitic. (Character of Shylock in "The Merchant 

of Venice”) 

4. Anti-Negro. ("The Clansman”—later made into the 

film, "The Birth of a Nation”) 


QUESTION: How does it happen that a number of Amer¬ 
icans of pure Caucasian parentage have Chi¬ 
nese blood in them? 

ANSWER: Blood plasma from Chinese donors was often used for 
wounded American soldiers in the China-Burma-India 
theater. 

(Of course, by Chinese blood we simply mean blood from Chinese, since there 
is no difference in the blood of the different races of mankind.) 
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QUESTION: In what books are found the following affec¬ 
tionate relationships between members of 
different races? 

(For instance, we might ask "Between a submissive old slave and the little 
daughter of his master?’ And you would of course all answer "Uncle Tom 
and Eva" We’ll try to do better, though, because Uncle Tom is an example 
of the kind of stereotype we are talking about at this meeting .) 

1. Between an American white boy and 

an American Negro? 

2. Between an American woodsman and 

an American Indian? 

3. Between an American sailor and a 

Polynesian? 

ANSWER: 1. Huckleberry Finn by Mark Twain (Huck and Jim) 

2. The Leather stocking Tales by James Fenimore Cooper 

(Natty Bumppo and Chingachgook) 

3. Moby Dick by Herman Melville (Ishmael and Quee- 

queg) 


QUESTION: An individual answering to each of the fol¬ 
lowing descriptions would have been unwel¬ 
come at a restricted American hotel. Name 
him and tell why. 

1. A viceroy of India. 

2. A famous French novelist. 

3. A prime minister of England. 

4. One of America’s outstanding scientists. 

5. A chief financial supporter of a great 

American fight for freedom. 

6. The only five men who got to the North 

Pole with Peary. 


ANSWER: 


1. Lord Reading (Rufus Isaacs)—a Jew. 

2. Alexander Dumas — part Negro. 

3. Disraeli — a Jew. 

4. George Washington Carver — a Negro. 

5. Haym Salomon — a Jew. 

6. Matt Henson (a Negro) and four eskimos. 


(And incidentally, that hotel manager would have had to refuse admission to 
the founders of the world’s four great religions — Mohammed, Confucius , 
Buddha and Jesus Christ.) 
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